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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The Response filed February 11, 2005 has been received and considered by Examiner. 
No amendments were made in the Response filed February 11, 2005. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments presented on pages 2-4 of the Response filed February 11, 2005 in 
regard to the 35 U.S.C. 102 rejection of claims 25, 1 1, 12 and 16 have been fiiUy considered but 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues in the paragraph bridging pages 2 and 3 of the Response 
filed February 11, 2005 that, since the claimed injection pressure range is not taught by 
Nakagawa, Nakagawa does not anticipate claim 25, but the claimed injection pressure range has 
not been given patentable weight since it is plainly a method limitation, as stated in paragraph 6 
of the previous Office Action mailed September 14, 2004. Nakagawa anticipates claim 25 even 
though Nakagawa does not teach the claimed injection pressure range because the claimed 
injection pressure range has not been given patentable weight since it is a method limitation. The 
claimed injection pressure range does not positively recite any structural limitations of the final 
product of the claim. 

The Office maintains that Applicant's argument that "a foam resin is precluded by the 
injection conditions in the present invention" due to the recitation of the injection pressure range 
in claim 25 is not supported. A statement or argument by the Applicant's representative is not 
factual evidence (MPEP 716.01(c) II). Applicant urges that the condition where a statement or 
argument by the Applicant's representative is not factual evidence only applies when Applicant's 
representative provides factual evidence of nonobviousness, and cites MPEP 716.01(d), but this 
is not the case (see MPEP 716.01(c) II). AppHcant notes that the statement "a foam resin is 
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precluded by the injection conditions in the present invention" is scientific reasoning: but 
AppUcant has not provided any support for this scientific reasoning, so the Office maintains that 
AppUcant's argument that "a foam resin is precluded by the injection conditions in the present 
invention" due to the recitation of the injection pressure range in claim 25 is not supported. 

The effectiveness of the Declaration filed under 37 CFR 1.132 filed February 11, 2005 is 
addressed below in this Office Action. 

3. Applicant' s arguments presented on page 4 of the Response filed February 11, 2005 in 
regard to the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claim 14 have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments depend entirely upon Applicant's arguments regarding the 35 
U.S.C. 102 rejection of claim 25, which have been addressed above. 

4. Applicant's arguments presented on pages 4-5 of the Response filed February 11, 2005 in 
regard to the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claim 15 have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments depend in part upon Applicant's arguments regarding the 35 
U.S.C. 102 rejection of claim 25, which have been addressed above. Applicant argues that "the 
process limitation of claim 15 does affect the structure of the resulting article", but no support is 
provided for this statement, and the structure of the article that results fi-om the process limitation 
of claim 15 is not recited in the claim, 

5. Applicant's arguments presented on pages 5-6 of the Response filed February 11, 2005 in 
regard to the 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection of claim 17 have been fully considered but are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments depend entirely upon Applicant's arguments regarding the 35 
U.S.C. 102 rejection of claim 25, which have been addressed above. 
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RESPONSE TO DECLARATION UNDER 37 CFR 1.132 
6. The Declaration filed under 37 CFR 1.132 filed February 11, 2005 has been received and 
considered by Examiner. Applicant has submitted the Declaration in an attempt to provide 
support for the statement that "a foam resin is precluded by the injection conditions in the present 
invention" due to the recitation of the injection pressure range in claim 25. However, the 
Declaration does not provide convincing evidence that "a foam resin is precluded by the 
injection conditions in the present invention" due to the recitation of the injection pressure range 
in claim 25. The Declaration only discusses the product of the instant application and that which 
is stated in the instant application. The Nakagawa reference is not addressed in the Declaration, 
so there is no comparison in the Declaration between the product taught by Nakagawa and the 
. product of the instant application. The product taught by Nakagawa and the product of the instant 
application must be compared in order to provide convincing evidence that "a foam resin is 
precluded by the injection conditions in the present invention" due to the recitation of the 
injection pressure range in claim 25. Furthermore, the last paragraph of page 2 of the Declaration 
provides information that contradicts that which is claimed in claim 25: specifically, it is stated 
in the last paragraph of page 2 of the Declaration that "[t]he average injection pressure inside the 
mold was 160 kgC^cm^", a value which is outside of Applicant's claimed range of "200 to 1000 
kg/cm^". The fact that "[t]he average injection pressure inside the mold was 160 kgf^cm^" does 
nothing to support the statement that "a foam resin is precluded by the injection conditions in the 
present invention" due to the recitation of the injection pressure range of "200 to 1000 kg/cm^". 
The Declaration does not explain how consideration of points (1), (2) and (3) Usted in page 2 of 
the Declaration would lead one to conclude that Nakagawa' s foam reinforcement layer "is 
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precluded by the injection condition" of claim 25 of an injection pressure range of 200 to 1000 
kg/cm^. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is 
not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Walter B. Aughenbaugh whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1488. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 9:00am to 6:00pm and 
on altemate Fridays from 9:00am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon, can be reached on 571-272-1498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
Walter B. Aughenbaugh 





